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RONALD REAGAN AIRPORT/Final Passage
SUBJECT: Ronald Reagan Washington National Airport Bill . . . S. 1575. Passage.

ACTION: BILL PASSED, 76-22

SYNOPSIS:  Aspassed, S. 1575, the Ronald BaaWashigton National Aiport Bill, will amend the Washigton National
Airport Act to rename the ggort the "Ronald Regan Washigton National Aiport.”

Those favoringpassge contended:

We are relieved that we are finalbout to vote opassage of this bill to honor President Ronald Baa. We offered it with
the full expectation that it would have unanimouppart from Senators. This bill, was, and is, intended as a byritréaent from
agrateful nation to a trylgreat American. Unfortunatgl some Democrats initiglifilibustered it last week. Thgh we do not
guestion their motivations for so dginwe think that their guments were shalgband we note that if their filibuster had continued
it would have turned what was intended ggesture of thanks into a glén the face to a man who is gjgling with a debilitatimg
and fatal illness, and who igparsonal hero for us and for tens of millions of Americans.

During his 8years as President, Ronald Baaserved witlprinciple, integrity, and unabashegtmism. He took office at a
time of doubt in America. Inflation and unployment were soar@ United States militgrforces were weak and demoralized, and
American dplomats were held hogia with impunity by third-world depots. The conventional wisdom was that America's best
days were behind it. Academics apdndits gpoke with authorif about the spposed economic geriority of socialism, and
Americans were told that theveregoing to have tagive up more of their freedom tgovernment and to @ect lower standards
of living.

Ronald Regan had a different vision for America's future, and he had that vision because he had absolute faith in the Amer
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peqle. He knew that the failures of the Government to solve the gtaprtsblems did noprove that thg were unsolvable or that
even morggovernment was needed; he knew that the answer vgagetthe Americarpele the freedom to solve thpeoblems
themselves. His mesgawas strajhtforward and unguivocal, shaed by conviction instead ofyopolling and focuggroups--free
Americans from ppressive taxation andgelation of their lives, and defend Americptfciples abroad. Hpromised he would
cut taxes and hgromised he would cut galations. Thos@romises were nqgtolitical gimmicks--he meant it and he did it. The
result was the lgest and logestperiod of economigrowth in America's histgr Tax rates were cut, and the econognmwth it
created resulted in a g net increase in tax collections. If @oess had not insisted on increasfpendirg even more than the
increase in tax collections, the Federal Government would have plasssrin the 1980s. Under Rjea, averge incomes for all
Americans rose, and Americajgtimism soared. Just aspartantly, Reaan rebuilt America's defenses and confronted communism
and other forms of totalitarianism head-on. He shockedytiieal elite ly saying the truth--the Soviet Union was an evil gire
that had to be resisted. In the end, the Soviet Unionpselth and its former militgrleaders sathe maor cause was that it
destrgyed itself ly trying to keg up with the Regan militaly buildup. In South and Central America, too, Baa'spolicies
advanced freedom. When he took office, neavlely country in those rgions was under authoritarian rule. After the end of his
presideng, and the end of the Bughesideng which continued those Rganpolicies, ony Cuba remained under the control of
a dictator.

This Fridy will be Reajan's 87th birthda Sady, he has Alzheimer's disease, and firgressimg rapidly. As agesture of
thanks to him for all he did for this couptive offered this bill, fulf expectirg it to be corpletely non-controversial. Our Ipe was,
and is, to have it enacted before Fyida a birthdapresent to him. Cagress routingl honors Americans who have served their
county with distinction ly namirg buildings and other Federal facilities after them. We did npéeedpartisanshp; we thoght
that all Democrats would react as Senator Keprtid. Senator Kenngdspoke in favor of this bill, and recalled forydhow
President Regan, while in office, hagbined and even led in efforts to honor his fallen brothers. We were shocked angedisma
therefore, when some Democrats started a filibuster on this bill last week. We found their stated reasogsdaiodmenextremg!
weak. First, the said that callig it Ronald Regan Washigton National Aiport would dishonor President Wasgiion, after whom
they claimed it was named. This claim wadled out of thin air. When this national part was created, not one gle legislative
reference was made to thepairt beirg named after President Wagition. Instead, the clear understaminen and now was that
its name referred to the gjtnot the President. The second reasoy gage was that thethowght that it would be too gensive.
The total estimated cost, thghy isjust $60,000. We could not take this qiaint seriousf, because the liberal Democrats who
made it are the vgrsame Senators who are constaptbposing new wgs to increasependirg by tens or hundreds of billions
dollars. The third reason theave, which we found absolugedppalling, was that the did not want to honor the President unless
his family asked them tproceed. In our ginion, it is indecent for our collgaes to refuse to pport this bill unless NancReajan
comes and lobbies them. The fourth weak reasgrgtings was that he alreatias a handful of facilities named after him, inclgdin
the second-lgest Federal buildop(which is still under construction and which wegpb@omedamay be conpleted). With all due
regect, the most fittig memorial to this chapmon of limitedgovernment is not an enormous builgithat has had inexcusable cost-
overruns and deya and which will house ¢ons of bureaucrats. Wepreciate the honor, and irpnof namirg it after Regan,
but he deserves more. The fifth excuse, which our a@ple=amade us vote on twice this week, was that theught local
governments should be in chyarof decidiig the aiport's name. However, thgh localgovernments have begiven some control
over the ajport, it remains a national @ort under Federal control and jtevates under verdetailed Federal laws thatgy solely
to it.

We hge that the gyuments that were raisedainst this bill will soon fade. We pe that all thapegple will remember is the
honor that we are bestovgion thisgreat American. We ge our collegues tgjoin us in votimg in favor ofpassage.

Those opposingrassge contended:

President Regan deserves to be honored, but this bill shoulddpesed for several reasons. First and foremost, it is not in
kegoing with his philosaphy that the Federal Government should interfere as littigasible in local decisions. Washgion
National Aiiport is not run lg the Federal Government. It was turned over to local authorities in the 1980s undeieantolease.
Those locafovernments arepposed to chaging the name. Second, renagnihe aiport will cost $60,000 angroduce no tagible
benefit. We do not think that apopriate wgy to honor Regan is to increase Federaksdirg. Third, President Regan alreag
has received several honors. His name will be on the secgedti&ederal office buildgonce it is corpleted, and a Nimitz-class
aircraft carrier has been named after him. Fourth, we do not know how hig fia@tél about this bill. We think tiieshould have
a s§ on whether or not this bill igpgropriate. Fifth, the aport is alreagt named after our firgiresident, Gege Washigton.
Tributes should not be shuffled; since its fougdirhas been Washiton National Aiport, and that name should never be gean
We find these reasons cpailing, so, with no disrggect intended to former President Baa, we ppose this bill.



